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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication{s) filed on 21 March 2007 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim{s) 1-7 and 18-23 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 1-7 and 18-23 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) 13 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)D Some * c)^ None of: 

1. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 12/09/04 . 6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant's election without traverse of group I, claims 1-7 and 18-23 in 
the reply filed on 03/21/07 is acknowledged. 

Oath/Declaration 

The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application 
number and filing date is required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

There is not a Oath or Declaration on record. 

Claim Interpretation 

1 . In determining patentability of an invention over the prior art, all claim 

limitations have been considered and interpreted as broadly as their terms 

reasonably allow. See MPEP §2111. 

Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 
988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during 
prosecution, and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the 
possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly 
than is justified. In re Pruten 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05. 162 USPQ 541, 
550-51 (CCPA 1969). See MPEP § 211 1. 

2. All claim limitations have been considered. Additionally, all words in the 
claims have been considered in judging the patentability of the claims against the 
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prior art. The following language is interpreted as not further limiting the scope of 
the claimed invention. See MPEP 2106 II C. 

Language in a method claim that states only the intended use or intended 

result (e.g., "for "), but the expression does not result in a 

manipulative difference in the steps of the claim. Language in a system claim 

that states only the intended use or intended result (e.g., "for "), 

but does not result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and 
the prior art. In other words, if the prior art structure is capable of performing the 
intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Claim limitations that contain statement(s) such as "//, may, might, can 
could\ as optional language. As matter of linguistic precision, optional claim 
elements do not narrow claim limitations, since they can always be omitted. 

Claim limitations that contain statement(s) such as ''wherein, wherebf, 

that fail to further define the steps or acts to be performed in method claims or 

the discrete physical structure required of system claims. 

USPTO personnel should begin claim analysis by identifying and 
evaluating each claim limitation. For processes, the claim limitations will 
define steps or acts to be performed. For products, the claim limitations 
will define discrete physical structures or materials. Product claims are 
claims that are directed to either machines, manufactures or compositions 
of matter. See MPEP § 2106 II C. 



The subject matter of a properly construed claim is defined by the terms 
that limit its scope. It is this subject matter that must be examined. As a 
general matter, the grammar and intended meaning of terms used in a 
claim will dictate whether the language limits the claim scope. Language 
that suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be 
performed or does not limit a claim to a particular structure does not limit 
the scope of a claim or claim limitation. The following are examples of 
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language that may raise a question as to the limiting effect of the language 
in a claim: 

(A) statements of intended use or field of use, 

(B) "adapted to" or "adapted for" clauses, 

(C) "wherein" clauses, or 

(D) "whereby" clauses. 

See MPEP§ 2106 lie. 



3. Independent claims are examined together, since they are not patentable 
distinct. If applicant expressly states on the record that two or more independent 
and distinct inventions are claimed in a single application, the Examiner may 
require the applicant to elect an invention to which the claims will be restricted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
states and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-7 and 18-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ericksen, US Pub. No. 2002/0123969. 
Re Claims 1-7: Ericksen discloses a method for using a decision engine to 
adjust parameter values of a financial account (Ericksen, abstract, Figs. 1-8, 
Tables 1-9; [0001] - [0063]), the method comprising: 

assigning to the financial account an account processing method that sets one or 
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more parameter values of the financial account, the account processing method 
having an associated method override that modifies at least one of the one or 
more parameter values set by the account processing method (Ericksen, 
abstract, Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9, [0002] [0003] [0006] [0012] [0027] [0031] [0032] 
[0034] [0046] [0047] [0048] [0062]); 

providing to the decision engine a set of decision criteria comprising a set of 
decision elements each having onie or more threshold values associated 
therewith, the set of decision elements corresponding to account attributes of the 
financial account (Ericksen, abstract, Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9, [0003] - [0012]; 
[0031] -[0058]); 

providing to the decision engine the corresponding account attributes of the 
financial account (Ericksen, abstract. Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9, [0003] - [0012]; 
[0030] - [0034]; [0046] - [0061]); 

obtaining from the decision engine a result indicating whether to apply the 
associated method override to the financial account, wherein the decision engine 
determines the result by applying the decision criteria to the account attributes 
(Ericksen, abstract; Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9, [0001] [0002] [0007] - [0012]; [0027] - 
[0035]; [0046] [0047]; [0053] - [0057]; [0062); and 

applying the associated method override to the financial account in response to a 
result indicating that the associated method override is to be applied (Ericksen, 
abstract; Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9, [0001] [0002] [0007] - [0012]; [0027] - [0035]; 
[0046] [0047]; [0053] - [0057]; [0062). 
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Re Claims 18-21: Ericksen discloses a system for adjusting a processing 
parameter of a financial account (Ericksen, abstract, Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9; [0001] 
- [0006]), comprising: 

a first data store for storing financial account data for the financial account, the 
financial account data including account processing methods and associated 
method overrides applied to the financial account, the financial account data 
further including account history information (Ericksen, abstract, Figs. 1-8, Tables 
1-9; [0001] -[0063]); 

a second data store for storing decision rules for determining whether to apply a 
method override to the financial account based on the account history 
information (Ericksen, abstract, Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9; [0001] - [0063]); and 
a decision engine configured to communicate with the first data store and the 
second data store, the decision engine configured to retrieve the decision rules 
from the second data store and the account history information from the first data 
store, to determine based on the decision rules and the account history 
information whether a method override should be applied to the financial 
account, and to apply the method override to the financial account (Ericksen, 
abstract, Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9; [0001] - [0063]). 

Re Claim 22: Ericksen discloses the claimed system supra and further discloses 
a system comprising a user interface configured to communicate with the first 
data store, wherein the user interface is configured to provide financial account 
data including whether a method override is applied to the financial account 
(Ericksen, abstract, Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9; [0029] - [0034]). 
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Re Claim 23: Ericksen discloses the claimed system supra and further discloses 
a system comprising: a conflict checking module configured to detect a 
combination of account processing methods and associated method overrides 
that creates a conflict when applied to a financial account and to issue a warning 
when the combination is detected (Ericksen, abstract. Figs. 1-8, Tables 1-9; 
[0001] -[0063]). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following US Pat. Pub. and US Pat. No's are related 
to adjusting financial accounts: 

C20020069 1 22'T20020 1 52 1 1 6'T'20030 1 0 1 1 3 1 W0478n"6374230"|"70 
92905").PN. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Sara Chandler whose telephone number is 
571-272-1 186. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on 571-272-6783. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




